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ABSTRACT The following academic study is concerned with the area of the criminal justice system which deals with the custody and/or treatment of the 
incarcerated, that of corrections. More specifically, as a design 
exercise, the author has chosen to focus on the housing component because 
of its potential to become the center for the custodial and treatment 
programs affecting the offender's rehabilitation. 
The scope of this project encompasses the research, analysis, and schematic 
design of a medium security, work-oriented correctional facility from 
which are derived specific criteria to be used in the design of the 
housing component. Although it is the author's contention that a thorough 
investigation questioning specific areas such as problem need, site 
selection, and political implications should be carried out by the 
designer, this study, because of a previous analysis made by the present 
Georgia Department of Offender Rehabilitation, has rendered these influ-
ences of secondary importance. 
The purpose of this project is to investigate how architecture can 
influence the custodial and treatment objectives of a specific correc-
tional program, and, therefore, affect the return of the offender back 
into society as a responsible citizen. 
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OVERVIEW The Criminal Justice System has come under close scrutiny in recent years 
due to an increased public awareness of the problems within its correc-
tional facilities. Incarceration is being identified as one of the most 
critical social problems in the United States, because it is in the 
correctional system where the offender is rehabilitated to return back 
into society as a responsible participant. Up until the past few years, 
when public concern initiated current investigations, the majority of 
correctional facilities could be described as: 1 
Old, inadequate, and inhumane 
Based on antiquated peneological concepts 
A system that does not generally correct, rehabilitate, or 
reform those who serve time within it. 
When incarceration was first introduced into the U.S. in the 18th century, 
its role was basically to isolate the offender from the communtiy. Prisons 
were thought of as negative, unmentionable institutions used to "lock up" 
society's criminal elements. More recently termed correctional facilities, 
these institutions are now becoming recognized by both the public and 
private sectors of society as positive elements which can help to ~educe 
the criminal element in society. Correctional facilities now enlist 
community involvement to help in the rehabilitation process (Fig. 1). 
There still exists a basic philosophical question concerning its specific 
role in society, which is whether the function of corrections is to pro-
tect society by locking up and removing the criminal element from society, 
or to protect society by correcting or rehabilitating anti-social behaviors 
and preparing offenders to return to useful social functions.2 Basically, 
corrections serves primarily a custodial role, but that roie has a control 
range between a pennanent custody situation and the least amount of time 
an offender can serve. As the inmate is working his way back into society 
through the correctional system, the custody role becomes more rehabili-
tative. As much as 95% of all offenders eventually return from the 
correctional system back into the community. The often stated organi za-
tional priority of protecting society from crime and criminals obscures 
an inherent truth: 
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The community can be protected only through the re-socialization 
of the offender, which in turn is achiev_ed only by integrating 
and re-integrating him into colTITlunity life. Mere incarceration 
can, at very best, provide only short-term protection of society~ 
Prison treatment objectives should focus on preparing the inmate for a 
smooth transition between the prison community and the outside community. 
In many correctional situations, where the individual identity is not 
encouraged, the inmate develops an identity which relates to the prison 
community (Fig. 2). The inmate should be encouraged to maintain a high 
sense of i den ti ty and self-esteem throughout his incarceration. If the 
treatment program encourages individual motivation and personal identity, 
then the inmate might be more comfortable in dealing with social pressures 
upon his return (Fig. 3). 
The prison sentence should be seen as punishment, but it should not be 
interpreted as vengeful. It should be reasonable and permit the maximum 
amount of inmate dignity, personal responsibility, and self-determination. 
While a range of programs should be available to inmates, these programs 
should be based on the free choice of the inmate, since, theoretically, 
choice is not viewed as an indicator of clinical progress or a basis for 
release decisions.4 A search for different approaches involving group 
interaction, contacts with the outside world, and a more congenial human-
space relationship is needed. 
The present overcrowded conditions in existing correctional systems are 
representative of the impact that increased public reaction is having on 
the rising crime rate, increased law enforcement, increased toughness on 
the part of the courts, and the increased use of incarceration to deal 
with the convicted ~riminal offender. Along with the current increase 
in prison population can be seen a tougher inmate type? The current 
attitudes in the courts are tending to give stiffer sentences for the 
more violent crimes, while easing up on crimes with which social attitudes 
have become relaxed. Some of the recorrmendations that are suggested to 
deal with this crisis of increasing inmate population are: 6 
1. Facilities should be relatively modern and have a small 
inmate population. 
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2. The background of the inmate should be considered when 
placing him at a particular facility within the system, 
not simply numbers of residents. 
3. Facilities should be designed for flexibility of 
operation. They should be designed to operate at 
various capacity levels and at either medium or 
minimum security levels. 
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PROJECT IDENTIFICATION The State of Georgia, through the Department of Offender Rehabilitation 
(D.O.R.), has recognized the need for an adult correctional facility for 
men, based on the existing and projected inmate populations. 
The Georgia Correctional System is made up of many institutions, with 
each one offering a specialized program of treatment and custody. This 
system is partly based on the idea that providing a variety of rehabili-
tation programs and corresponding security limitations promotes safety 
and security by grouping inmates similar in profile, thereby reducing 
tension between opposing groups. This particular facility, the Central 
Georgia Correctional Center (CGCC), will be a medium security, work-
oriented facility and will function as a part of the statewide system. 
As a part of that system, the design should conform to the basic objec-
tives as established by the D.O.R., which state that the primary function 
of corrections is the rehabilitation of the offender back into the 
community. 
The intent of this project is to investigate the impact that architecture 
can have on the treatment and custodial role of a correctional facility 
intended for a specific inmate type. In order to further define the 
particular role that this facility will fulfill, it is necessary to first 
understand the treatment and custodial concepts relating to medium 
security and a work-oriented program. 
Correctional facilities are usually classified as to a particular level 
of security. As. the inmate progresses through the correctional system 
back into the corrmunity, the levels of security and limits of control 
are decreased to allow him more opportunity to direct his individual 
rehabilitation. These security levels range from a maximum security 
level to parole, which in essence has the inmate as an active member of 
the community again. Both of these situations, on either end of the 
range of security levels, make up a small percentage of the overall 
prison population. The middle range, or medium security level programs, 
involve the majority of prison inmates (Fig. 4). Maximum and minimum 
security situations can be easily identified because maximum serves 
primarily a custody role, whereas minimum security serves primarily a 
treatment role. Medium security represents the range of both treatment 
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and custody programs in between the two extremes. Medium security can 
focus more on treatment if the facility is medium-minimum oriented where 
it might be more custodial if it were more medium-maximum oriented. 
The particular security level that is assigned to a correctional facility 
is also representative of the type of control mechanisms that will be 
implemented and their limitations (Fig. 5). Here, again, medium securi-
ty permits a wide range of flexibility to allow the facility the oppor~ 
tunity to adapt to the ever changing attitudes involving rehabilitation 
and custodial roles. 
The medium security inmate profile is typically a first offender, 
convicted on a property offense (vs. personal assault) and is highly 
motivated with a high degree of self-esteem and individual identity. 
All of these characteristics have the potential to positively influence 
the inmate's transition back into the community. Conversely, if these 
inmates are assigned to programs which break down those characteristics, 
then the effect on their re-entry into the community could be more negative. 
The Central Georgia Correctional Center is assigned a specific role by 
the D.O.R. in an effort to balance the correctional needs over the entire 
state. The correctional planner must understand and be able to interpret 
that role in an effort to effectively design for that facility's custodial 
and treatment functions. The CGCC will be a work-oriented facility which 
implies basically a custody role because the majority of inmates will be 
utilized in work programs with the Georgia Department of Transportation 
{Fig. 6). Although the official role is primarily that of custody, the 
work-oriented facility should strive to realize the ultimate goal of 
corrections and be planned to provide effective rehabilitation when the 
inmates are occupying the facility (Fig. 7). Rehabilitation can occur 
in both an active and passive sense. For instance, rehabilitation can 
occur outside the scheduled treatment/vocational programs commonly 
associated with it. The inmate community, through sensitive design, can 
help to promote rehabilitation by reflecting a home environment with 
which the inmate can identify through: 
1. Promoting the housing unit as a home around which the 
inmate schedules his daily routine. 
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2. Locating functions which normally occur in the home at 
the inmate housing. 
3. Promoting progressive levels of social interaction. 
To design in response to these objectives it is necessary to look at the 
daily routine of the facility in relationship to its treatment/custody 
role and the inmate's daily schedule. The nature of a work-oriented 
facility, in response to its rehabilitative goals, is primarily for the 
rest, relaxation and rejuvenation of the inmate (Fig. 8) (remembering 
that the inmate will be outside the facility in work crews most of the 
day). Many authorities recomnend that the rehabilitation objectives 
should occur at the housing unit in a work-oriented treatment program. 
The housing unit has the potential to promote inmate normalization 
because it provides the inmate with an opportunity to function in an 
environment that he can more readily identify with as his "home". 
Conventional correctional facilities separate many of the elements that 
are characteristic of the home environment from the inmate housing 
(Fig. 9). In an industrial or vocational-oriented facility this may not 
carry much impact since the inmate never leaves the facility. In a work-
oriented situation the opportunity for the inmate to be accessible to 
those components is less. The work-oriented program can increase this 
accessibility by locating those elements that are characteristic of the 
home environment at the housing units (Fig. 10). This will have a number 
of advantages in terms of the treatment and custodial objectives of the 
facility, but, more importantly, promote the overall objective of correc-
tions by rendering treatment which will benefit the inmate's successful 
transition back into the community. 
Planning of the inmate conmunity should correspond to the ideas of 
promoting levels of progressive social interaction as established by the 
South Carolina Department of Mental Health in the village system (a treat-
ment community for mental health patients). Although more treatment 
oriented than a correctional facility, the correctional planner should 
utilize these parameters in developing an inmate conmunity which reflects 
the limits of security in relation to the corresponding levels of inmate 
interaction. By establishing limits which reflect inmate interaction and 
control, the facility can develop a flexibility to promote interaction 
between the offender, correctional staff and the surrounding community. 
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CASE STUDY PROJECT: 
LOCATION: 
OWNER: 
USER VOLUME: 
DATE: 
ARCHITECT: 
HOUSING PROGRAM: 
DESIGN CONCEPT: 
Prototype correctional housing. 
N/A 
Georgia Department of Offender Rehabilitation 
The basic housing unit is designed to acco11111odate 32 men, but can pro-
vide for multiples of that, more or less, depending on the security 
level of the particular institution . 
1976 
Thompson, Ventulette & Stainback 
The program called for a scheme which could adapt to the typical levels 
of security and supervision (i.e. minimum, medium, and maximum). In 
addition, the space needed to be flexible enough to provide for the 
immediate crisis of overcrowding, but at a future date be converted to 
a facility at which normalization could occur (individual rooms which 
could begin to create a sense of pride, place, value, privacy, individ-
uality, and hence, identity).7 
The design concept was based on three (3) sets of criteria. The first 
criterion addressed the size of the individual unit. Research indicated 
that the basic module should contain approximately 30 men but have the 
flexibility to address certain crisis situations whereby men would be 
added or subtracted from that number. The second criterion was to 
eliminate as much circulation space as possible. The architect's solu-
tion was to use an open plan which allows the space to be multi-func-
tional in that it can address programmatic and circulation needs. The 
third criterion was an attempt to more humanize the spaces by providing 
psychological amenities. The architects addressed this issue by creating 
larger activity areas and a more cheerful environment due to natural 
lighting, private space and area changes for various activities requiring 
different degrees of quietness. Following these criteria the architects 
decided to use a basic building module that could respond to site condi -
tions and administration requirements (treatment - custody) through a 
variety of module configurations . 
20 
RELATIONSHIPS: 
CIRCULATION: 
This housing unit is designed primarily as a prototype to alleviate the 
overcrowded conditions in existing institutions. Consequently, it has 
not typically been a major factor in the overall planning of many, if 
any, correctional institutions. The units are designed to adapt to a 
variety of conditions, depending on what the security levels and treat-
ment programs are at a particular facility. 
Circulation between the housing units can only be addressed when applied 
to a specific project where the housing units have been added into an 
existing correctional plan. The units can provide adequate supervision 
and control depending on a particular juxtaposing desired by the planner. 
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CASE STUDY PROJECT: 
LOCATION: 
OWNER: 
USER VOLUME: 
DATE: 
ARCHITECT: 
HOUSING PROGRAM: 
DESIGN CONCEPT: 
Recommendations of Guidelines for the planning and design of regional 
and community correctional centers for adults. 
N/A 
N/A 
Approximately 20, depending on the security level. 
1973 
University of Illinois 
The Guidelines publication is comprised of a series of recommendations 
to address a range of correctional situations. The housing programs are 
loosely connected to specific correctional situations and are affected 
more by specific security limitations (i.e. minimum, medium, and maxi-
mum). In general, the living units vary in control levels from single 
cell, high security rooms, to low security detention rooms with more 
direct access into the community. Other components of the facility plan 
should correspond with these control levels. 
Design concepts are presented as diagrams and translated into plan and 
section as examples of what could happen. The Guidelines does not 
address any specific site, hence that input is left out of the design 
parameters. The Guidelines does offer &ome specific design recommenda-
tions for the housing units themselves. 
1. The living unit should separate sentenced offenders from 
pre-trial residents. 
2. The design should emphasize individual sleeping rooms 
within units of 16 to 20 residents (or less). A variety 
of security measures should be provided. If possible, 
emphasis should be placed on relatively free interior 
movement within a security perimeter. 
25 
RELATIONSHIPS: 
3. The design should include low security units so that those 
residents being phased out of the program can have access 
to the co1T1Tiunity without affecting the safety of the 
remainder of the residents by introducing contraband or 
by increasing the possibility of escape. 
4. The individual sleeping units should include: 
A. A single bed. 
B. Desk or provision for reading and writing. 
C. Shelving. 
D. Closet and storage space. 
E. A radio or T.V. set. 
5. To facilitate a wide range of activities in their own 
rooms, residents should be provided with adequate lighting. 
6. The design should avoid heavy duty, fixed institutionalized 
furnishings, since only a small number of sleeping spaces 
need to be of the conventional "cell type" construction 
and furnishing. 
The Guidelines recognizes that the correctional program depends upon a 
wide variety of staff and programmatic needs with corresponding physi-
cal requirements. It attempts to look at the following relationships 
within that program. 
l. High to low security inmates. 
2. Treatment orientation with the custodial staff. 
3. Attitudes of isolation from the community to attitudes 
of involvement. 
4. Unsentenced residents to sentenced ones. 
26 
CIRCULATION: Circulation inside and outside of the facility is addressed as part of a 
total circulation ,pattern pertaining to a specific type of facility and 
its control requirements and security limitations. 
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CASE STUDY PROJECT: 
LOCATION: 
OWNER: 
USER VOLUME: 
DATE: 
ARCHITECT: 
HOUSING PROGRAM: 
DESIGN CONCEPT: 
Village 11 A11 
Columbia, South Carolina 
South Carolina Department of Mental Health 
304 Patients 
1972 
The Tarleton-Tankersley Architectural Group 
The programmatic concept emphasizes social interaction, besides continuity 
of care and group process, with the staff helping patients to develop 
increasingly sophisticated social coping skills. 
Village "A" is a 3-dimensional response to the primary design concepts 
which emphasize:9 
1. Continuity of care 
2 . Fl e Xi bi l i ty 
3. Opportunity for therapy 
These concepts correspond to levels of progressive social interaction 
which can be translated into architecture as limits for interaction in 
order to maintain the opportunity for varying levels of control in the 
environment. 
Village 11 A11 houses the patients in residential, homelike facilities 
called lodges that surround a village center. Within the therapeutic 
town center are normal shopping services and other active and passive 
opportunities to promote group interaction. 
There are seven (7) basic levels of social interaction that occur as 
people move from solitude to interaction with a large number of people. 
The levels as they relate to the architecture of the village system are:10 
CLEMSON UNIVERSITY LIBRAR~ 
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CIRCULATION: 
The Individual 
The Sub-Group 
The Group 
A Multiple of Groups 
A Neighborhood 
The Village 
The Village System 
One ( 1) Person 
Four ( 4) People 
Twelve (12) People 
36 People 
72 People 
Group of Neighborhoods 
State Wide 
A Single Room 
A Separate Private 
Area 
A Housing Unit 
A Lodge 
A Lodge Couple 
Housing and Support 
(Town Center) 
Multiple of Villages 
The eighth level of interaction would be that at which the patient is 
returned into the community as a responsible citizen. 
The circulation concept is designed to reinforce opportunities for 
interaction by providing only for pedestrians (users) within the village 
perimeter. Circulation paths are fragmented to provide for handicap use 
and add variety to the visual orientation. A perimeter road encircles 
the village to provide for staff and service access. 
32 
ENTRY. • 
LODGE A 
LODGE COUPLE 15 
COMMUNITY AREAS C 
THERAPY D 
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FIG. 17 
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PROBLEM STATEMENT Create an inmate community which will reflect the custodial and treatment 
objectives of a medium security, work-oriented correctional facility. 
The housing community will be designed as an integral part of the overall 
facility plan. 
Emphasize non-obtrusive barriers (buildings, landscaping) as limits of 
control within the inmate community. 
The housing units will have the flexibility to provide for different 
inmate types requiring varying degrees of supervision and control. 
The housing units will satisfy the following criteria: 
1. Unobtrusive limits of control and interaction. 
2. Flexibility to adapt to changing custodial and 
treatment goals. 
3. Reflect the home environment. 
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DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS 
GENERAL The Central Georgia Correctional Center will serve primarily a custodial 
role. The inmate community houses 400 inmates in five housing units, 
each designed to accommodate 80 inmates. Each housing unit should be 
accessible to the general staff and service circulation patterns. To 
further define design criteria for the inmate housing community speci-
fically, it is necessary to consider it as a part of the larger context 
of the correctional facility itself. We must also recognize that in an 
even larger context, this facility is a part of a statewide correctional 
system which responds somewhat to the national guidelines as discussed 
earlier. 
This discussion will address itself mainly with general design consider-
ations which will further establish specific objectives for the housing 
community and the individual housing units. These considerations, although 
applicable to many correctional situations, are helpful in formulating 
an architectural response for this project and the previously mentioned 
attitudes concerning the specific treatment and custodial role s . 
To determine an architectural response for a specific project the designer 
can establish certain parameters for design by evaluating general broad 
facts. For this specific project, a correctional facility as a building 
type, knowing only the level of security can initiate many design decisions. 
These decisions will have an impact on each of the components of the 
facility, such as the housing conmunity. The CGCC is a medium type 
security facility. Medium security, as noted earlier, should transmit 
a feeling of accessibility and permeability between the inmate, staff 
and community, but maintain a sense of security with a visable but 
unobtrusive perimeter fence or barrier. 
A major consideration in the design of any correctional facility, work-
oriented or otherwise, is that it have the flexibility to adapt to a 
full range of treatment programs and still maintain the custodial role 
inherent in this particular building type. As the treatment programs 
and custodial attitudes change, the facility must have the flexibility 
to adapt. It must also be able to respond to a constantly changing 
client/inmate profile with efficient treatment. The overcrowding issue 
must also be addressed from the standpoint of treatment and custodial 
roles. The housing units should have the flexibility to handle larger 
numbers of inmates should the need occur. 
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The particular location of the site, a rural community, will also have 
some influence on the general design considerations. The design should 
reflect the residential scale of the surrounding community, not only in 
conforming with the local context, but in fulfilling a treatment objec-
tive of promoting the home environment. If the facility takes on char-
acteristics of the home environment, then the inmate's transition back 
into the community might be more comfortable. The designer has many 
opportunities to affect these decisions: 
l. Using roof slopes which are characteristic of the 
residential aesthetic. 
2. Using 11 soft 11 materials which also satisfy the security 
role and are easy to maintain. 
3. Landscaping to offset the rigidity associated with 
correctional facilities. 
4. Colors and textures which also reflect a residential 
atmosphere. 
5. Understand the spatial sequences characteristic to the 
home environment and re-apply them in the context of a 
correctional facility. 
By understanding the staffing requirements in relationship to the specific 
treatment program the designer can further develop guidelines for design. 
Some general guidelines are given in regards to staffing requirements. 
The N.F.P.A. limits the number of inmates/guard and limits the height of 
the structure to 2 stories. The number of control stations ultimately 
affects the overall security plan for the facility. It takes 5.1 to 
5.3 staff (at $5,000/year) per control station. That translates to 
$75,000/year to staff each station. So, an efficient plan for security 
and control becomes a major factor in the planning process. Some general 
design considerations that impact the staffing decisions are, again, 
influenced by the treatment and custodial roles. The nature of this 
particular facility would keep the inmate/staff requirements to a minimum. 
This ratio also affects some form considerations. Any design decisions 
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HOUSING 
which in effect create "blind spots" would have to be eliminated. One 
method of dealing with large inmate/staff ratios is to establish points 
of overseeing in the surveillance plan which provides an opportunity for 
more than one staff to watch over larger, unstructured groups. 
The actual living area of the housing unit is the most critical space in 
terms of the eventual rehabilitation of the inmate. This applies in a 
work-oriented program especially, since this is where the inmate spends 
the majority of his time when not working. The living areas are made up 
of the single inmate rooms, small group activity areas with corresponding 
larger group areas, and support functions for these specific spaces. The 
primary planning determinate for this area focuses on the sequence of 
space as it corresponds to the treatment program or sequence of care. 
Security in this area is provided by closed circuit television cameras 
which are monitored by staff personnel at a control station located 
centrally to the two living areas in each housing unit. There should be 
provisions made to enable the staff to directly supervise the living 
areas in an emergency situation . 
The number of inmate rooms and their orientation should reflect these 
treatment and custodial considerations. More specifically, the individual 
rooms should provide for the following characteristics of the home environ-
ment: 
Natural light; 
Fresh air; 
Room dimensions large enough to allow flexible room arrange-
ments to promote individual identity; 
Provisions for personal hygiene and privacy. 
The materials selected for use in the inmate rooms should satisfy the 
fo 11 owing criteria: II 
Hygiene; 
Durability; 
Easy maintenance; 
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Security & safety; 
Acoustic control & aesthetics. 
The small and large group activity areas should also adhere to the appro-
priate room finish criteria. The sizes of these areas should reflect the 
size of the treatment group and corresponding treatment program. A variety 
of security measures should be provided to fluctuate with the treatment 
programs. Generally, emphasis will be placed on relatively free interior 
movement within the more secure housing perimeter. As the treatment pro-
gram involves larger groups, the supervision should be more direct. The 
following recorrvnendations should be considered in the planning of the 
activity areas:~ 
1. Activity spaces should respond to planned activities. 
2. Consider the acoustical and lighting needs of various 
activities. (Since activity areas are usually situated 
close to individual rooms, particular attention must be 
given to background noises which may be disturbing to 
individuals.) 
3. Direct relationships between individual rooms and 
activity spaces should be avoided. (Provide some trans-
ition between these two activities, which could also 
serve as an acoustical barrier.) 
4. Allow movement to flow between individual rooms and 
activity spaces without making unusual demands on 
security supervision. 
The entrance to the living area is crucial to both the treatment and 
custodial functions. It will be the major transitional point between 
the living area and the other facility components. In this respect it 
must be directly supervised by staff personnel, but not too obtrusively. 
It also serves as a point of identity for the inmate as his home, and 
the ''front door'' to his "house". It should be located for easy ingress 
and egress by all of the living unit's residents and be adjacent or 
have access to: 
DINING 
A secure visiting area; 
Congregate visiting area; 
Interview/counseling room; 
Multi-purpose area. 
The dining and food service components should function in accordance 
with the daily routine of a work-oriented facility. Since dining is one 
of the more characteristic functions of the home environment, it should 
take place in that setting and reflect that role. The dining area is 
envisioned as the social focus for the inmates and staff. It should 
provide a congenial, restful setting in which to eat and talk, and should 
be directly supervised from an unobtrusive location. Other recommenda-
tions concerning the planning of the dining area are:13 
1. Large, open dining halls, characterized by fixed, heavy-
duty institutional furnishings, should be avoided, since 
the low cost is offset by the depressing institutional 
atmosphere. 
2. Spaces for dining should provide a close relationship 
to the living units, but not so close that residents 
cannot eat in a space removed from their daily living 
units. 
3. Spaces should be multi-purpose, to accommodate the 
following activities: 
Visiting 
Education 
Lectures 
Recreation 
Community Groups 
Group Counseling 
4. Furnishings should be informal, portable, and colorful. 
Encourage a variety in seating arrangements. Avoid 
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VISITING 
formal straight line schemes that offer easy main-
tenance, but little variety. 
5. Use light-weight, moveable screens to create privacy 
within open spaces. The screens can also divide the 
rooms for visiting or classroom arrangements. 
6. Provide easy access to pleasant, outdoor areas. 
The food preparation area should provide the necessary kitchen equipment 
to meet the inmate dining needs and should be adjacent to the dining 
area. Traditionally, food service design moves in a straight conceptual 
line. Knowing the customer profile leads directly into a menu, from 
which flows the type of service and dining area atmosphere. 14 This compo-
nent should be designed to serve approximately 240 meals/day - 80 resi-
dents at 3 meals (maximum). This does not include the on-site meals 
for work details during the day. This area should be serviced by a 
covered loading dock supervised by a staff member. These controls will 
allow inmate help to be considered as possible kitchen staff. Since this 
area will be subject to heavy traffic and abuse, it should have durable 
finishes such as tile floors and maintenance-free wall finishes. 
The visiting area should include prov1s1ons for the non-official visits 
of the inmate's family and friends and also for official visits from 
counselors and/or attorneys. Counselors have a tendency to stay in their 
offices and not get out into the inmate conmunity. The "we - they" 
attitude is further promoted because the inmate must search out the 
counselor. If the counselor comes to the inmate by locating a part-time 
office in the housing unit, then a more positive program of care can be 
rendered. The following reconmendations for the design of the visiting 
area apply to both official and non-official visiting: 15 
1. Visiting areas should be located in common spaces 
between direct and indirect security superv·ision 
areas. 
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RECREATION 
2. Visiting spaces and furnishings should be informal 
and should help to create a non-threatening atmosphere. 
3. Staff supervision should be provided within the 
visiting area. The intent is to monitor the overt 
conduct, not conversation. Staff should provide 
information, direct traffic, and avoid surveillance. 
4. The facility should include informal seating areas, 
restrooms, telephones, and vending machines. 
5. Provisions should be made for a children:'s play area 
outside the visiting area. 
An exterior recreation area should be provided with direct access from 
the housing units. It would be desirable to have an area designed to 
permit individuals the freedom to circulate without the need for external 
security arrangements. 
The inmates schedule, during the week, permits the use of an outdoor 
recreation area mainly in the evening hours, possibly some in the mornings. 
The sun will be at its lowest point in the east and west directions at 
these times, so the orientation of the recreation areas should avoid 
those directions. 
The outside area should be ta$tefully designed with garden furniture and 
low maintenance plants and shrubs. Pavings of the walkways and surrounding 
courts may be of different materials, offering a variety of textures and 
color to discourage the asphalt jungle look. Lighting should be effective 
to brighten the area and enhance its use through evening hours. 
Indoor recreation will . take place mainly in the large group activity 
areas. These areas should be open to provide for a variety of indoor 
games and activities. Adequate storage should be provided for equipment 
for both indoor and outside recreational programs. Special consideration 
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should be given in designing for higher than normal noise levels in this 
area. Finishes, especially floor finishes, should be of a low maintenance 
material. The lighting requirements for recreational activities must also 
become a part of the design considerations. 
The staff should be capable of supervising the general indoor recreation 
area but not necessarily directly overseeing it. Staff must be present 
at all outdoor recreation activities. 
INMATE SERVICES The inmate services areas should be capable of handling a variety of 
programs including vocational, educational~ administrative, and recrea-
tional activities. The majority of inmate service programs will occur at 
the inmate community center so that all of the inmates will have equal 
access to them. An alternative space should be provided for the hou~ing 
unit so that there is an opportunity for a specific program to take place 
at any one of the housing units. This helps to lessen the "we - they" 
attitude by showing a willingness on the part of the administration to go 
to the inmate. There should be adequate staff/public access with direct 
staff supervision of these areas. 
CONSTRUCTION CONSIDERATIONS The nature of a correctional facility is such that it cannot be classified 
as a specific building type. Each component may serve a different func-
tion, thereby having a separate classification. Correctional facilities 
will be classified in accordance with:16 
1. Fi re Zone 
2. Occupancy Group 
3. Construction Type 
4. Area Limits 
5. Height and Story Limitations 
6. Occupancy Load 
This type of facility usually requires permanent type I construction 
employing a steel or structural concrete frame with concrete or masonry walls. 
The following general assumptions govern the selection of a framing system. 
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CONTROL AND INTERACTION 
l. · Some components will have a structure consisting of 
identical bay sizes. 
2. The structural system should be fireproof, vandalproof, 
and abide by the restrictions imposed in its use as a 
part of the correctional system. 
3. A shortage of materials and availability of labor will 
guide the selection of materials and procedures. 
4. The structural system should maximize economy and be 
considered as a component of the integrated system. 
Other factors that will generally affect the structural system and should 
be considered in the design phase are:~ 
l. Compatability with the architectural design. 
2. Compatability with the mechanical system. 
3. Maintenance. 
All of the materials, treatments, and finishes should be selected for 
permanence, durability and security. 
A primary issue, as a building type, is to provide for the custodial 
responsibilities of this facility and also recognize the treatment oppor-
tunities. The architecture should respond to this objective by providing 
an environment which creates a spatial sequence that is integral with the 
custodial sequence. The following series of diagrams illustrate the 
development of the control and interaction limits for this project in 
relation to the design parameters as established by the village system. 
Again, it should be recognized that the village system and a correctional 
facility are different building types which provide for dissimilar client 
profiles, but share similar treatment objectives. 
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First Order of Interaction and Control: 
The Individual 
Each person relates to the environment he 
is in, and the environment influences the 
individual.~ In the inmate community the 
inmate's room begins the sequence of 
interaction and control. Individual rooms, 
to which the inmates are provided a key, 
initiate opportunities for self-expression 
and motivation. Staff supervision directly 
into the rooms is not recommended or 
encouraged, but provided for in an emer-
gency situation. 19 
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Second Order of Interaction and Control: 
The Subgroup 
The subgroup is intended to simulate the 
average family of approximately four 
persons. In a correctional situation 
that number will be 5 or 6 because of the 
custodial-oriented program and size of 
the inmate community. Although the 
"patient" numbers are slightly different 
the concept of interaction is similar.20 
Each subgroup has its own private shower 
facility and a small shared living area. 
This area can be supervised constantly 
or intermittantly through the use of 
closed circuit television. 
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Third Order of Interaction and Control: 
The Group; Group Rooms 
Normally, a successful group varies from 
eight to 15 people. The average group in 
this facility will be 11 or 12 people 
(two subgroups of 5 or 6). Each group 
has their own "club" room. 21 These rooms 
may serve as a place to set up appliances 
or store miscellaneous items or whatever 
the group decides it wants to do. The 
treatment objective is to promote group 
motivation and identity. These rooms are 
also monitored by CCTV or directly by 
staff personnel. 
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Fourth Order of Interaction and Control: 
A Multiple of a Group, a Living Unit 
This is interpreted as one half of the 
housing unit referred to specifically as 
the living unit. It will act as a lodge 
of 40 inmates, or approximately the same 
number as in a fraternity house. It 
simulates a small group of people who 
live around a cul de sac, or a small 
circle of friends in a subneighborhood~2 
Security is provided equally by CCTV 
and direct staff supervision. 
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Fifth Order of Interaction and Control: 
A Neighborhood; the Housing Unit 
Two living units are combined around 
selected minimal facilities representative 
of the home environment to become a housing 
unit of 80 inmates.23 These facilities, 
dining, visiting, recreation, etc . , serve 
as catalysts for neighborhood activities. 
At this level of interaction and control, 
the spatial sequence also includes the 
outdoor recreation areas . The flexibility 
for interaction with inmates, staff and 
community is encouraged within a range of 
supervision and security provisions. 
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Sixth Order of Interaction and Control: 
The Village; the Inmate Community 
The five housing units are combined to make 
up the inmate community which contains the 
components necessary for the inmate popula-
tion to live, work, enjoy recreation, and 
receive the benefits of life in a small 
village~4 The major security element, the 
perimeter fence, unobtrusively encircles 
this part of the facility. Control and 
supervision of the community is provided 
through direct staff supervision. 
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Seventh Order of Interaction and Control: 
The Village System; the Correctional Facility 
The correctional facility is actually one 
level before the State Correctional System 
which would be the equivalent of the village 
system. The correctional facility would 
include all of the support and administrative 
functions that would be necessary to promote 
the inmate community. Minimum security would 
be necessary because of the lack of inmate 
involvement in these areas. 
FIG. 25 
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Eighth Level of Interaction and Control: 
The State Correctional System and the 
Community 
This level involves the admission of the 
inmate into the correctional system and the 
eventual return of the inmate back into the 
cofl11lunity. This point of either ingress or 
egress is critical to the successful return 
to the community because the decisions made 
here will determine the treatment/custodial 
program into which the inmate is placed. 
FIG . 26 
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SITE INVESTIGATION The author has elected to use the site selected by the Georgia Department 
of Offender Rehabilitation (D.O.R.) because of the academic nature of 
this project. In a more realistic situation this particular location 
could be questionable in tenns of its ability to respond to therapeutic 
goals as recognized by correctional planners. 
The focus of this project has been to investigate how the housing element 
of this particular type facility (medium security, work-oriented) can 
maintain its custody role while promoting the rehabilitation and reinte-
gration of the inmate back into the co11111unity as a responsible citizen. 
The geographic location of the facility can become a key factor in the 
rehabilitation process because the program of care requires that the 
inmate be accessible to his family, friends, and any part-time professionals 
who may be involved in a particular treatment program (doctors, counselors, 
teachers, etc.). Since the inmate's daily schedule limits the time he 
has for visits, the facility's location should not discourage those oppor-
tunities for interaction.25The location and its accessibility for an 
inmate's socio-cultural ties should become a major issue in responding 
to his treatment needs. Preferably, the location should be near the 
same community to which the inmate will eventually return. 
The following issues should be considered in selecting a site for this 
particular type of facility. The inmate housing can then consider these 
in becoming part of the overall facility development plan.26 
The site should be developed to transmit a sense of accesst-
bility to help encourage community involvement. 
The site should lend itself to therapeutic and rehabilitative 
factors, but also reflect a security role (interaction levels 
responding to limits of control/security). 
Both the building and site treatment should serve to symbblize 
the importance of rehabilitation (versus the de-humanizing 
character often associated with correctional institutions). 
Although the site location selected by the D.O.R. responds well to 
the economic and maintenance needs of the surrounding rural community 
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SITE CONTEXT 
of Chester, it is important to recognize the possible impact such an 
isolated site might have on the eventual rehabilitation of the inmate. 
Listed are several disadvantages which are inherent in facilities 
isolated from urban areas which reinforce socio-cultural ties of the 
typical inmate. 
Work and/or study opportunities for inmates to facilitate 
re-integration into society are curtailed in prisons isolated 
from educational centers and work sites. 
Temporary work release arrangements usually are terminated 
upon parole or discharge when a person returns to the community. 
Fewer visitors come to isolated institutions, thus limiting 
contacts through personal or conjugal visits, community events, 
sports events, etc. 
Field trips and home furloughs as rewards become more impractical. 
Staff are selected from a predominately rural population having 
little in conmon with the inmates. 
The most frequently heard argument against locating prisons in or near 
urban communities involve security concerns. Many citizens feel that 
offenders on temporary release programs will not live up to community 
standards of behavior. Another fear is that a correctional center will 
cause the surrounding property to lose value. Conversely, a new correc-
tional facility is considered to be an economic advantage in terms of 
job openings and the stimulation of economic competition in the area.27 
The 60 acre site selected for the Central Georgia Correctional Center is 
located just outside the city limits of the town of Chester in Dodge 
County. The local community is agrarian in nature and consists of 
approximately 180 low income residents, one school, six churches, and 
21 business and industrial buildings. Zoning is of no difficulty in 
that Dodge County has no zoning ordinance. The closest metropolitan 
center of significance would be that of Macon, located approximately 
50 miles to the northwest. 
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SITE ANALYSIS Access to the site is by way of a dirt road known as Old Bethel Church 
Road which connects Georgia Highway #257 and Georgia Highway #126. 
Interstate #16, to Macon, is approximately 14 miles east via Highway #257. 
Frontage on Old Bethel Church Road is approximately 770 feet. The property 
extends northward approximately 2,203 feet and widens to the east approx-
imately 980 feet north of the road to a total width of approximately 
1,474 feet. The tract consists primarily of cultivated land and sandy 
loam soil generally considered very productive. It gently slopes from 
the northwest corner down to Old Bethel Church Road on the south with 
an additional slight slope from east to west. Coniferous trees line the 
site boundary on the east with a small group of hardwoods both at the 
west and south corners. The remainder of the site is bounded by cultivated 
fields. 
The climate is generally mild and wet with some freezing in the winter. 
There is a minimal amount of snow and sleet during the winter, and rain-
fall is moderate to heavy. The prevailing winds in the summer are 
southwesterly while winter breezes come predominately from a northeast-
ernly direction. 
There are no disturbing noises or odors to affect any design considerations. 
Visually, an expansive view of the Piedmont region occurs from many areas 
on the site. The most stimulating vista appears from looking either east 
or west from atop the slight ridge running north and south in the northern 
part of the site. Views onto the site occur from -Old Bethel Church Road 
looking to the northwest onto the site. 
Present pedestrian and vehicular circulation through the site is non-
existent, but any portion is easily accessible. Vehicular circulation 
to the site will be by way of the existing Old Bethel Church Road. 
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SITE SELECTION* 
C 
PROS 
Identification with community 
Utilize trees as psychological 
barrier 
Expandability 
Planning flexibility 
Slope 
Vistas off site 
Road Noise 
Utilize trees as psychological 
barrier 
Slope 
Vistas off site 
Road noise 
CONS 
Road noise 
Vistas off site 
Expandabi 1 ity 
Planning flexibility 
Slope 
Identification with community 
Expandability 
Planning flexibility 
Identification with community 
*Based on the potential to provide treatment services and maintain the 
security role. 
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Provide a sequence of space to identify and encourage different levels 
of inmate interaction and security limitations. 
Establish visual interaction between interior and exterior areas. Promote 
as part of the interaction sequence. 
Provide for elements characteristic of the home environment to promote 
individual and group motivation in using them responsibly. 
Reflect a residential characteristic in the design aesthetic. 
Develop a sense of access and permeability which encourages community 
involvement. 
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PROGRAMMATIC NEEDS The programmatic needs of the housing community should reflect the design 
considerations and address the treatment and custodial roles as outlined 
for this particular type of rehabilitative program. This specific program 
necessitates that the various programmatic areas have the flexibility to 
adapt to a variety of inmate interaction groups within the range of staff 
treatment attitudes and maintain the ability to provide for different 
levels of security and control. 
The square footage program represents these considerations as broken down 
into specific spatial requirements. The projected areas are listed for 
one housing unit of 80 inmates. This list is subdivided into the major 
functions of which each is further broken down into its subfunctions. 
Some general remarks are directed to these spaces with the area require-
ments given in square feet. 
The total housing area required for a corrmunity of 400 inmates in a 
facility specifically designed to reflect the previously outlined treat-
ment and custodial objectives would be approximately 190,000 square feet, 
or 475 square feet per inmate. (This does not include the support, 
administrative, and inmate service functions.) 
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SQUARE FOOTAGE FUNCTION SUB FUNCTION REMARKS AREA TOTAL 
PROGRAM 
HOUSING Rooms One/Inmate 80x 108 Sq.Ft. 8640 Sq. Ft. 
Subgroup Space One/5-6 Inmates 14x 144 )>q. Ft. 2016 Sq.Ft. 
Group Rooms One/11-12 Inmates Bx 324 Sq.Ft. 2592 Sq.Ft. 
Lounge One/40 Inmates 2xll20 Sq.Ft. 2240 Sq.Ft. 
Multi-Use One/40 Inmates 2x3600 Sq.Ft. 7200 Sq.Ft. 
Activity Area Flexible Program-
matic Area 
Shower Facility One/5-6 Inmates 14 x 108 Sq . Ft. 1512 Sq.Ft. 
Mechanical/ One/40 Inmates 2xl024 Sq.Ft. 2048 Sq.Ft. 
Support 
Storage Inmate Needs 6x 120 Sq.Ft. 720 Sq.Ft. 
Control CCTV N/A 
(Vestibule in 
Emergency Situation) 
Service Area With Food Service N/A 
Entrance Direct Staff 4x 336 Sq.Ft. 1344 Sq. Ft. 
(Vestibule) Supervision 
CircuJation Emergency Exits Bx 256 Sq.Ft. 1024 Sg.Ft. 
29336 Sq.Ft. 
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SQUARE FOOTAGE FUNCTION SUBFUNCTION REMARKS AREA TOTAL 
PROGRAM 
DINING Dining Area One/80 Inmates 2000 Sq . Ft . 
Direct Staff 
Supervision 
Food Service Inmate Personnel 320 Sq . Ft. 
Food Service Pe rsonne 1 Clean Up 112 Sq . Ft. 112 Sq.Ft. 
Support 
Control Unobtrusive 112 Sq. Ft. 112 Sq.Ft. 
Food Preparation Separate from 896 Sq.Ft. 896 Sq . Ft. 
Inmates 
Supervisor/ Supervise Food Prep 112 Sq .Ft. 112 Sq . Ft. 
Contro 1 & Loading Dock Area 
Locker/Bathroom Personnel from Outside 140 Sq.Ft. 140 Sq.Ft . 
Community 
Dry Storage 140 Sq. Ft. 
Cold Storage 140 Sq.Ft. 
Clean Up Area 364 Sq.Ft. 
Service Dock Direct Supervision N/A 
Mechanical/ Separate from Housing 140 Sg.Ft . 
Support Unit 
4476 Sq.Ft . 
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SQUARE FOOTAGE FUNCTION SUB FUNCTION REMARKS AREA TOTAL 
PROGRAM 
VISITATION Private Inter- Inmate/Public 2x 196 Sq.Ft. 392 Sq.Ft. 
view Rooms Accessibility 
Outside Visiting Staff Supervision N/A 
Area 
Reception/Waiting Staff Supervision 1800 Sq. Ft. 1800 Sq.Ft. 
Lobby 
Bathroom Public Access 96 Sq.Ft. 96 Sq.Ft. 
Control Unobtrusive 96 Sq.Ft. 96 Sg.Ft. 
2384 Sq.Ft. 
RECREATION Interior Recrea- Flexibility 3600 Sq.Ft. N/A 
tion (Multi-Use 
Activity Area) 
Exterior Recrea- Direct Supervision Basketball Court N/A 
tion 
Control/Super- Unobstructed Sight 96 Sq.Ft. 96 Sq.Ft. 
vision Lines 
Storage Recreation Equipment 100 Sq .Ft. 100 Sg.Ft. 
196 Sq. Ft. 
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SQUARE FOOTAGE 
PROGRAM 
FUNCTION 
INMATE 
SERVICES 
SUB FUNCTION 
Multi-Use 
Classroom 
Inmate Records 
Circulation 
REMARKS AREA TOTAL 
Flexibility 1176 Sq .Ft. 1176 Sq. Ft. 
Active Fil es 
(Copy from Administration) 100 Sq.Ft. 
256 Sq.Ft. 
1532 Sq. Ft. 
(Emergency Exits) 2x 128 Sq.Ft. 
Total Area Per Housing Unit 37,924 Sq.Ft. 
Total Area Inmate Community 189,620 Sq.Ft. 
5 Housing Units - 400 Inmates 
Inmate/Sq.Ft. Ratio 1 :474 
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TtE PRIMARY OB.ECTIVE OF A CORRECTKJNAL FACUTY IS 
TO t-ELP PREPARE THE OFFENDER FOR A SUCCESSFUL 
RE-ENTRY INTO THE COMMUNITY. 
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2. McConkle, Mark L. Management Ql_ Objectives: A Corrections Perspective, 
U.S. Department of Justice, Washington, D.C. 1975. 
3. "Pre and Post Trial Program," Guidelines for the Planning and Design 
of Regional and Community Correctional Centers for Adults. Campaign: 
University of Illinois. 1971. 
4. Flynn, E.E. Standards and Goals - Implications ,for Facilities 
Planning - Colloquium on Correctional Facilitiest'Tanning, California 
Dept. of Corrections, pp. 24. 
5. Flanagan, John, Ph.D. "Protection of Prison Populations." Crisis in 
Population, American Correctional Association 1976. pp. 62. 
6. Ibid. , pp. 63. 
7. Thompson, Ventulette, and Stainback. Prototype Correctional Housing. 
Georgia Dept. of Offender Rehabilitation, 1976. 
8. "Pre and Post Trial Program.'' Guidelines. 
9. Means, George C. and Raymond E. Ackerman, M.D. "South Carolina's 
Village System," Hospital and Community Psychiatry. Vol. 27, No. 11, 
Nov. 1976, pp. 790. 
10. Ibid., pp. 791. 
11. "Design and Technology." Architectural Licensing Seminars. 
12. "Pre and Post Trial Program." Guidelines. 
13. Ibid. 
14. "Ingenuity Enables Service and Security." Food Service Equipment 
Dealer. Cahners Publishing Co., Chicago, I,,.- Dec., 1975, pp. 13-16. 
95 
-,, .. .-~·-........ 
15. ''Architectural Programming." Architectural Lice~sing Semi,nar. 
16. "Seminar Notebook." Architectural Licensing Seminar. 
17. Ibid. 
18. "South Carolina's Village System." pp. 790. 
19. Ibid. 
20. Ibid. 
21. Ibid. 
22 . Ibid. 
23. Ibid. 
24. Ibid. 
25. Nager, W. G. Implications of the New Red Baron to the Matter of 
Prison Planning. Colloquium on Correctional Facility Planning. 
California Dept. of Corrections, 1979. pp 9. 
26. "Environmental Analysis," N.C.A.R.B. Licensing. Seminar Handbook. 
27. Greico, A. L. "New Prison Characteristics and Community Reception" 
Quarterly Journal of Corrections. 1978, V.#2, No. 2, pp. 55-60 . 
96 
BIBLIOGRAPHY Berk, Bernard B., "Organizational Goals and Inmate Organization." 
American Journal of Sociology. 1966. #71, pp. 522-534. 
Breacher, Edward M. & Richard P. Della-Penna, M.D. Health Care in 
Correctional Institutions. U.S. Government Printing Office~, 
Washington, D. C., 98 pp. 
Carter, Robert M., Daniel Glaser and Leslie T. Wilkins, eds., 
Correctional Institutions. 2nd ed., New York: Lippincott. 1977. 
( es pe c i a 11 y read i n gs l , 5 , 8 , 9 , 11 , l 5 , 2 8 , 2 9 & 36 ) . 
Clearinghouse Transfer. Champaign: University of Illinois. (A monthly 
publication, each issue highlighting an innovative criminal justice 
program or facility.) 
Cloward, Richard A., et al., Theoretical Studies in the Social Organiza-
tion of the Prison':-i:few York: Social Service Research Council. 
1960. 
Cohen, Stanley. "New Lights on America's Prisons." Consulting Engineer, 
October, 1972, pp. 87-120. 
Doffee, David, Correctional Policy and Prison Organization. Beverly 
Hills: Sage Publications. 1975. 
Fogel, David, 11 ••• We are the living proof ... 11 : The Justice Model for 
Corrections. Cincinnati: Andersen. 1976. 
Goffman, Erving, Asylums: Essays on the Social Situation of Mental 
Patients and Other Inmates. Garderi-City, N.Y.: Ancho"r-:- 1961. 
386 p. 
Guidelines for the Planning and Design of Regional and Community 
Correctional Centers for Adults. Champaign: University of Illinois, 
l 9 71 , 1 300 p . 
Hall, Edward T. The Hidden Dimension. New York: Anchor, 1966. 217 p. 
97 
Haney, Craig, Curtis Banks and Philip Zimbardo. "Interpersonal Dynamics 
in a Simulated Prison." International Journal of Criminology and 
Penology, 1973. l: pp. 69-97. 
Hardesty, Sarah. "Halls of Justice: We're Looking for a New Plan." 
Inland Architect. December, 1975, pp. 18-23. 
The High Cost of Building Unconstitutional Jails. 1977, 21 p. 
"A Higher Level of Concern: Foley Square Courthouse Annex," Progres-
sive Architecture, July, 1976. pp. 60-65. 
Johnston, Norman. The Human Cage: fl Brief History of Prison Architec-
ture. New York: Walker & Company, 1973. 68 p. 
Kashdan, Sandra. "Architecture for Corrections: A Slim Chance to Help." 
Al A Journal, Feb. 1975, pp. 37-39. 
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration. Policy Development Seminar 
on Architecture, Design, and Criminal Justice. Washington, D. C.: 
U.S. Government Printing Office, 1976, 130 p. 
Leger, Robert G. and John R. Strattan, eds. The Sociology of Corrections: 
A Book of Readings. New York: Wiley. 1977. (especially readings 
in sections l and 2) 
McConkie, Mark L. Management~ Objectives: A Corrections Perspective. 
U.S. Department of Justice, Washington, D. C., 1975. 
McKelvey, Blake. American Prisons: fl History of Good Intentions. 
Montclair, N. J.: Patterson Smith, 1977. 408 p. 
McReynolds, K. L. "Designing A Correctional Facility: From Program to 
Space--By a 'Consultative' Process." Federal Probation 37 
(December 1973): pp. 26-34. 
Means, George Jr. and Raymond E. Ackerman, M. D. "South Carolina's 
Village System." Hospital! ColTITiunity Psychiatry. November 1976, 
Volume 27, No. 11, pp. 790. 
98 
Miller, Nancy, "The Loop Gets a Stunning Skyscraper Jail. 11 Inland 
_8.r.c,hitecJ.., July, 1975, pp. 7-13. 
Morris, Norval. The Future of Imprisonment . Chicago: University of 
Chicago Press, 1974. 144 p. 
Morris, Norval. "Impediments to Penal Reform." The University of 
Chicago Law Review. 1966. 33: pp. 627-656. 
Mayer, Fred D. "In Answer to Questions on Correctional Architecture." 
AlA Journal, June, 1972, pp. 46-48. 
Mayer, Fred D. "The Intake Service Center Concept. 11 The American 
County, July, 1973, pp. 10-11. 
Nagel, William G. The New Red Barn: A Critical Look at the Modern 
American Prison. New York: Walker & Company, 1973. 196 p. 
National Advisory Conmission on Criminal Justice Standards and Goals. 
Corrections . Washington, D. C.: U.S. Government Printing Office, 
1973. 636 p. 
National Clearinghouse for Criminal Justice Planning and Architecture. 
505 East Green, Suite 200, Champaign, Illinois 61820. (217)333-0312. 
Newman, Oscar. Defensible Space . New York: McMillan Company, 1972. 
264 p. 
Pennsylvania Prison Society. The Prison Journal, Spring-Summer, 1971. 
Peterson, David M. & Charles W. Thomas, eds. Corrections: Problems & 
Prospects. Prentice Hall Inc., New Jersey, 1975, pp. 303. 
Polsky, Howard W. Cottage Six: The Social System of Delinduent Boys 
in Residential Treatment. New York: Russell Sage Foun ation. 
1961. 
99 
"Prevention of Violence in Correctional Institutions." Criminal Justice 
Monograph. U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D. C., 
1973, pp. 65 
Prison! Jail Security. Champaign: University of Illinois, 1973. 215 p. 
"Pushing Prisons Aside." Architectural Forum, March, 1973, pp. 28-51. 
Sherizen, Sanford. Bibliography of Imprisonment and Its Alternatives: 
Selected Current European and North American Sources. Monticello, 
Ill.: Council of Planning Librarians, 1975. 
Sommer, Robert. The Land of Imprisonment. New York: Oxford University 
Press, 1976. 
Sommer, Robert. Tight Spaces: Hard Architecture and How to Humanize!!_. 
Prentice-Hall, Inc., Englewood Cliffs, N.J., 1974. 150 p. 
Street, David, Robert D. Vinter and Charles Perrow. Organization for 
Treatment, New York: Free Press, 1966. 
Studt, Elliot, Sheldan Messinger and Thomas Wilsar. C-Unit: Search for 
Community.!!!_ Prison. New York: Russell Sage Foundation. 1968. 
Thomas, Charles W., "Toward a More Inclusive Model of the Inmate Contra-
culture.11 Criminology. 8: pp. 251-252. 
Thompson, Ventulette, & Stainback Architects. Prototype Correctional 
Housing·. Georgi a Department of Corrections and Offender Rehabil i ta-' 
tion, September, 1976. 
United National Social Defense Research Institute. Prison Architecture. 
London: The Architectural Press Ltd., 1975. 239 p. 
U.S. Congress House CoITTTJittee on the Judiciary. Prison Construction 
Plans and Policy. Hearings before the Subcommittee on Courts, Civil 
Liberties, and the Administration of Justice, House of Representa-
tives, 94 Congress, 14 Session, 1975. 473 p. 
l 00 
CORRECTIONAL STANDARDS 
AND GUIDELINES 
American Correctional Association, A Manual of Correctional Standards, 
1966. - ~ 
Commission on Accreditation for Corrections, Manual of Standards for 
Adult Correctional Institutions, 1977. ~ ~ 
National Advisory Commission on Criminal Justice Standards and Goals, 
Report on Corrections, ]973. 
National Clearinghouse for Criminal Justice Planning and Architecture, 
Architectural Standards for Adult Detention and Corrections Facili-
ties, 1977. 
National Sheriffs' Association, Jail Architecture, 1975; Sanitation in 
Jails, 1974; Jail Programs, 1974; Jail Administration, 1974; Jai_l_ 
Security, ClaSSlfication and Discillne, 1974; Food Ser.vice in°Jails, 
1974; Inmates Legal Rights, 1974 Han books) 
Nebraska State Bar Association Committee on Correctional Law and Practice, 
Jail Standards-Minimum Standards for Local Criminal Detention Facili-
ties, 1977. 
New York City Board of Correction, Minimum Standards for New York City 
Correctional Facilities, 1976. 
New York State Commission of Correction, Planning Design Guidelines for 
Construction Renovation Programs for Local Correctional Facilities, 
1978. 
New York State Standards and Goals Task Force on Corrections, Draft 
Corrections Standards and Goals, 1978 
United States Department of Justice, Qraft Federal Standards for Correc-
tions, 1978. 
l 01 
DEFINITIONS Bail - A sum of money deposited with a court to obtain the release of an 
arrested person until his trial. If the person does not appear 
in court when ordered to do so, the bail is generally forfeited. 
Correctional Institution - Any jail or prison which attempts rehabilita-
tion of inmates through individual treatment. 
Detainee - A person accused of a crime and held in confinement prior to 
his trial because of his inability to post bail. As with all 
accused persons, detainees are legally innocent until proved 
guilty at a trial. 
Detention Facility - A jail. 
I 
D.O.R. (Department of Offender Rehabilitation) - The state agency 
responsible for the implementation of court sentences of public 
offenders over the age of 17. 
Felony - A serious crime usually punishable by imprisonment for more 
than one year. 
Incarceration - Confinement of a person in a jail, prison, or 
correctional institution. 
Jail - A facility, generally under local jurisdiction, which houses 
accused persons awaiting trial, as well as convicted persons 
serving short sentences, generally one year or less. 
Law Enforcement Assistance Administration - An agency of the United 
States Department of Justice used to fund local and state law 
enforcement and correctional facilities and programs. 
Maximum Security - The highest degree of security provided in a prison, 
where the inmates are considered violent, dangerous, or likely 
to escape. This usually involves perimeter controls, guard 
towers, and individual cells. 
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Medium Security - A degree of security provided in a prison between 
maximum and medium. This often involves perimeter controls 
with inmates permitted considerable freedom of movement within 
the facility. 
Minimum Security - The lowest degree of security provided in a prison, 
where the inmates are not considered violent, dangerous, or 
likely to attempt escape. This usually implies that no armed 
guards or barred windows are used. 
Misdemeanor - A crime less serious than a felony. 
Penology - The branch of criminology dealing with the management of 
correctional institutions and the treatment of inmates. 
Prison - A facility, generally under state or federal control, which 
usually houses persons convicted of a felony and serving long 
sentences, one year or more. 
Probation - The suspension of a convicted person's sentence, subject to 
specific conditions. 
Recidivism - The return of a person to incarceration following release. 
This may be caused by probation violation or by arrest in con-
nection with a different crime. 
Sally Port - A security point used by persons or vehicles entering or 
leaving an area of a prison. Doors at each end, controlled by 
a corrections officer, are provided with interlocks so that both 
doors cannot be unlocked at the same time. 
Screening - The use of simple procedures to identify and separate 
persons having a disease from those who do not. Multiple or 
multiphasic screening combines a number of screening tests for 
various diseases performed by technicians under medical direction. 
Victimless Crimes - Illegal acts which do not cause injury or harm to 
another person. Included would be intoxication, prostitution, 
103 
gambling, homosexual acts between consenting adults, and drug 
addiction. 
Violent Crimes - The crimes of robbery, aggravated assault, forcible 
rape, and murder. 
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INMATE PROFILE 
The following diagrams indicate 
the background profile of a 
typical inmate in a medium 
security correctional facility. 
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